To him that loved us, dnd washed us from our sins in his own blood, and hath made use 
kings and priests unto God even to his Father; to him be glory and dominion forever 
and and ever—AuEN. Revelations, chap. 1. 


NO.12, CINCINNATI, DECEMBER 3, 1832. “Yor. 


NOTE. 


It has been observed that, when God created man, he endued him with the authori- 
tative attribute, and gave him command over universal nature: nothing, therefore, so 
gratifies him as to be obeyed ;—lence the command, ‘Wives, be obedient to your 
husbands.’ 

When woman was created, God greatly endued her with a sense of the necessity :.nd 
surpassing excellency of her nature; and, therefore, nothing so pleases her as tu be be 
loved ;—hence the command, ‘ Husbands love your wives.’ 

The subject of marriage, sometime ago very much interested many of the ancient 
order churches, and to aid in the settlement of the question, we published in Bro. Camp, 
bell’s Millennial Harbinger two pieces on the subject, over the signature ‘ Parthexos.’ 

The question was—' Whether Jesus had given any law to the disciples concerning 
the persons with whom they areto marry, and these too pieces were written to show 
that he had not. In the history of a professor of Christianity, more, perhaps, than in 
that of any other person in society, Marriage is a most ir teresting relation, and neces. 
sarily exerts an important influence on his future charactcr.—We have got a little more 
to say on the subject now, and if the reader will accept the following as the Sth No. on 
the Formation of Christian Character, ¥ we shall, by and by, let him hear what that 
something is. 


Formation of Christian Character. 


No. 


Marrrace—In regard to the relations which at present 
subsist in society, there are three kinds which may be defined 
with all certainty—these are natural, political and religious re- 
lations. ‘The last class of relations is constituted of those which 
are formed between disciples and God; between them and Christ ; 
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the Holy Spirit, and, finally, among themselves, as members of 
the same religious community, church, or congregation. 


The second class, viz. political relations, are those which sub- 


sist among us as a body politic. as rulers and ruled, master and 
servant, &c. &c. 


The first class. bhecgnlisd those relations wilich have their ori- 
gin in nature; such are life, and relations to material nature; the 


. marriage relation; the relation of parent and child, &c. Let us 


distinguish then between things which are different, and estimate 
them according to their proper nature. For we suffer as much 
by confounding things which are distinct, as in making a differ- 
ence where none exists. A tree, a lion. and @ man are endyed 
with life: but it would greatly impede our progress in natural 
science to confound organic with animal, or animal with rational 
existence. 

[n this enumeration, religious relations are the most refined and 
exalted; but at the same time they are the most remote; for we 
are sons and fellow-citizens before we are christians. ‘We are 


‘born to our fathers and to the state, before we are born again to 


God. We are first natural, then spiritual; first. sinners, then 
saints; first from beneathythen from above. | 
Political relations are those over which we are allowed to exer- 
cise the greatest control; for though we cannot be the children of 
whom we please, yet we may be the subjects of whom we pleas. 
‘Though we are not allowed by God to worship under Confucius, 
the Pope, or Mahomet; yet we may enjoy the right of citizenship 
either under the Sultan or Emperor, or in these United States. We 
may in this respect bea Frank, a Spaniard, a Britain, a Republi- 


can, 2 Democrat, or a Monarchist, and yet violate no religious 


obligation. 

But the most immediate class of relations is the natural; this is 
antecedent both to the political and religious; this is first in so- 
ony first in the world. Adam was first formed, then Eve. Mar- 

“must obtain before children ean be procreated, and chil- 
Sed must be born before states can be. created. It is therefore, 
added, he brought her to Adam, and Adam said “ this is now bone 
of my ‘pone and flesh of my flesh.” “ For this cause shall aman 
leave his father and mother and cleave unto his Nite, and they 
two shall be one flesh.” 

Some may object that Adam was made spiritual but this is 
absurd. The Apostle says he was earthly, natural, animal; and 
the Tree of Life was given for the support of the life of which he 
was possessed, i. e. avimal and rational, not religious and spirit- 
ual life: so that he was married to her a ‘rational animal; a man 
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- made of the dust of the ground, neta religious, spiritual man, be- 
gotten anew by the faith and reception of a divine revelation. — 

Thus the marriage of two rational human beings has for its au- 
thority and warrant God their Creator; as much as the religious — 
man has for the authority of his baptism God his Redeemer; or 
the political man has for his good government “the powers that 
be” by the ordination of Ged. God is the God of nature, society, 
and religion. If, then, our natural relations of brother and sister, 
parent and child, ‘husband and wife, are limited or modified in any 
degree, it must be for the sake either of our political or religious — 
relations. 

Qur natural rights and relations are, indeed, the legitimate ob- 
jects of political legislation. We have all an equal right and need 
by nature to pursue happiness, to acquire property, to marry, 
to have children, &c. but for social purposes we suffer ourselves. 
to be curtailed of a certain part of our natural rights and liberties, 
that the residue or what is left may be secured to us by law, and _ 
enjoyed without alarm. 

Our natural right, therefore, to acquire property, to pursue 
happiness, to marry, to have children, &c. &e. is eompletely 
done away in the social state; and all these things are, properly 
speaking, politically enjoyed by every person who is a member 
of a community. In society we have no natural rights; no nat- 
ural ordinances; they are all political, all social; so that mar- 
riage itself, and even the possessing of children, is in this way po- 
litical, with every thing we sneak, act or reason. Hence the 
American eovernment, which abhors all interferance, and legisla- 
tion, on subjects of religion, does, nevertheless, take cognizance of 
all these things, whether it be the pursuit of happiness, property, 
fame, marriage, procreation, speaking, &c. &c. which, indeed, 
shows that in their judgment such things are not naturally con- 
nected with religion. 

Now, what does political law say to these matters? Why, in the 
case of children,'e. g. that they shall be under the guardianship 
of their parents until a certain age fixed for them by law, and that 
afier this period they shall be at their own disposal. If they mar- 
ry before this age without the consent of their parents, the mar- 
riage is null and void; if after it, the marriage is legal. Again, 
the parties in this affair of marriage must be united in the man- 
ner prescribed, and by the person authorized by law. Our law, 
also, forbids polygamy, concubinage, and adultery; all which 
things are judged the proper objects of political legislation; other- 
wise the rulers have usurped the place of God, and, instead of be- 
me ordained by him as his ministers, are rebels, eS 

ow as authority comes in and limits the wild and 
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checked liberties of nature, and throws a girdle eround her naked | 


freedom; if political rights or liberties are at all checked and 
modified, it must be on account of religion, and by him who is the 


Author of religion. God alone can come into a nation or people 
and say, that so and so it shall be; hitherto shalt thou come and — 
no further.. Now, then, it is granted that God has determined to 


take out from the nations a people to serve him in all things ac- | 


cording to his will which will is expressed to them, the christians 
in the New Testiment. : 

Has God, then delivered any law on the subject of forming our 
political relations? Are we to select a/hot or cold climate— 
a goternment that supports his religion, or one that puts it down, 


sone that sanctions any religion, or one that treats all with equal 


2 


ax 


indifference? Has he said that his worshippers in Christ Jesus shall 


¢ fill any offices in the government, within a republic or monarchy ; 


that he shall not be a tax-gatherer, a lawyer, ora soldier? Has he 


» * said that I shall be free or bond when the gospel finds me; a ser- 


vant to a christian oran infidel? Has he said that I shall hold no 
real property and employ no christian servants; that I shall have 
christian children, and be married only to one who has become a 
disciple? Or does he say I shall marry an unbeliever? Am I to 
form covenants only with those of the household of faith, and 
make no bargain at all with unbelievers? All these are the ordi- 
nances of man, or, in other words, political institutions; and eve- 
ry member in society has the right, politically to do any of 
these things, Does God, then, change, alter, or modify these 


_ ordinances of the nations, these political institutions. Christianity 


says, and she says it with emphasis, “ Let every soul be subject 


_to the higher powers:” the powers that be are ordained of God. 


profess the trade which we please, hold servants if we please, 
marry whom we please. 


Again, “Be subject to every ordinance of man,” We may live 
where we please, in Europe, Asia, Africa, or America, serve 
whom we please, hire whom we please, hold an office if we please, 


~ Now does christianity, say any thing else? does she speak out, 


_and speak explititly too, with whom we shall form these relations? 


with christians or unbelievers? Jews, Turks, or Idojators, or with 
the children of those families which are cailed holy; for the chil- 
dren of a believer are called holy ?—-No: on tho subject of form- 
ing any relation which is properly political, christianity says not 


one word. It is not at this stage of the business that she opens her 


mouth.and teaches: for this would be to throw society into politi- 
cal casts, She allows, as society allows, our unde ings, af- 
fections, appetites, and necessities, to make their own choice; but — 
when the relation is once formed, then, indeed, she speaks out, and 
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speaks explicitly, to the rulers and to the ruled, the soldier and 
the slave, the master and the servant, parent and child, husband 
and wife. “Wives obey your husbands;” “ husbands love your 
wives ;” “servants be obedient to your own masters according to 
-the flesh ; ” «masters do the same thing to them,” &c. “pray for 
all men, kings, ” &c: &., “be obedient to the powers that be,” &c. 
“he is the minister of God to thee “he beareth not the sword i in 

Thus society does not change nor alter, but only modify the 
things of nature: and thus religion does not change por.alter, but 


only modify the things of society, and bring them back to nature 


if they have departed in such a way as to disturb or destroy soci- 
ety; for nature, society, and religion, are all of God. The con 
clusion of this matter, then, is this, that there is no law for the for- 
mation of politica! relations ;—that is, with whom we shall relate 
ovrselves, either as officers, soldiers, governors, masters, eervants, 
slaves, children, parents, husbands, wives. 


No. 6. 


Marriace.—Mr. Editor: You cannot conceive how much 
I have heard about my first Essay on Marriage. One said, 
“It is a cunning piece” “TI dont believe in it,” said another ; and 
a third, “I think the Editor 1s on our side by the questions which 
he asks.” Another asked, “ Whether the Old World was not des- 
troyed in consequence of intermarriages between good and bad 
people?” Again one would say, “ Were not the Jews prohibited 
from marrying with Gentiles?” and “Look at Solomon” “See 
the whole nation at the return from Babylon! were they not. 
without exception, ordered to repudiate their heathen wives? and 
some who had originally wedded unbelieving women themselves, 
as they would now call them, thought it altogether insufferable to 
call marriage a political institution.” But onl y one did I hear ask, 
“ What is the law of Christ on the subject?” and none did I find 
willing to make the Jews their patterns in this point—viz. putting 
away the unbelieving party. 

Some would thrust the man, who would dare to marry an un- 
baptized woman, out of the church; but this did not the Jews. 
They had law on this matter, and acted accordingly, command- 
ing the offender immediately to put away the infidel. ‘Those peo- 

le would punish a man as much for bringing such a person into 
his own family as if he had brought her into their church, indis-— 


criminately supposing that a family 1 is as much a religious insti. 
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Let us be consistent, then, and if we are to follow Jewish exam 


“those who married unbelieving-wives put them away, and then 


tution as the church of Christ is; but marriage makes a man and 
woman only one flesh. Alack-a-day! too seldom, one spirit! _ 
No Jew would have been retained in the congrégation for say- 
ing he repented of his unlawful marriage; nor would he have 
been taken m again for any reason short of putting his wife whi fl 


without respect’to the law of Christ, let us follow it closely. 


they themselves may be retained in the congregation. 

The fact is, that before the flood the ancestors of the Messiah © 
were e¢alled “the seed.of the woman” and “the sons of God,” 
while Cain’s people were styled “the children of men.” After 
the flood Messiah’s family were finally styled “Jews,” and those 
who had departed from the true God, “Gentiles.” . It seems to 
have been the intention of our Heavenly Father that his son Je- 
sus should have a godly ancestry from the beginning of the world, 
and to honor godliness by bringing forth his Son from among those 
families which practised it from the beginning of time. This 
great purpose for which such political separation was introduced, 
has now been attained. Messiah hag come. “Jn the fulness of 


' time God sent forth his Son, made of a woman, made under the 


law,” &c. ‘Faith being come, then, we have no more need of 
the schoolmaster.” 

Are we, then, ‘o marry unbelievers? The Messiah has not said — 
so. Many things are lawful which are not expedient. The broth- 
er who does so is to be pitied, perhaps; but not put.out. The 
Apostle knew it to be lawful for him and for every disciple to eat 
what meats pleased him; but on many occasions he found it inex- 
pedient to exercise this liberty. This great man entertained the 
highest reverence for the consciences of his weak brethren: there 
was no putting out by him, unless for right down wickedness. 
What.a pretty figure we should make if we should excommuni- 
cate a brother for marrying the woman he loves now-a-days, and 
declare that we would not receive him again until he said, “I am 
sorry for what I have done!” thus putting him out for love, and ta- 
king him in for aversion to his own flesh! What could euch a person 
mean when he said “I am sorry?”—-That he now disliked his 
wife? He couid not be sorry fur breaking Christ’s law, for we 
know that there is no Jaw on the subject; and hence we cannot 
with propriety ask.whether marriage with a believer or an un- 
believer is lawful or unlawful, there being no law. We can only 
ask, Is it expedient or inexpedient? I should answer here, that it~ 


sometimes expedient and sometimes inexpedient. 


Butone objects that the person who marries an unbeliever can- 
not attend to the manners and customs of our kingdom. “ How,” 
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says sucha one, “can I salute with a kiss the wife of a man who 
may have the strongest abhorrence for the custom?” It may be 


inexpedient, for as a person may unfit himself by things inexpedi- 


ent for the Bishop’s office, so a person may, by an expedient in mar- 
riage, be unfitted for some of the noblest customs in our ki 
_Thave known the finest disposition for hospitality broken to pieces 
by the avarice of the unbelieving party. But, mark me, I have 
seen this in the believing party. too. 
Upon the whole, christianity proposes to restore the holy oodi- 

nance of marriage to the footing on which it stood at the beginning, 
viz. that one man should have one wife. The Saviour observes to 
the Jews who practised polygamy, that it was-not so from th 
ginning; and when the relation is formed, then we are vs et 


how to honor it; the husband is to love his wife, and the wife obey 


the husband, and to behave herself, that, if he is an unbeliever, 
he way be won without the word, by her chaste and comely be- 
haviour. 

To the Editor’s two first questions I respectfully. answer, Yes! 
‘that “ marriage is that institution which makes the parties one and 
places them on such an equality as no other relation, natural or 
political, recognizes: and ought therefore to be distinguished from 
other political relations.” 2d. That “it is the origin of all natu- 
ral relations in the human family, and does deserve, from its vast 
importance, to be noticed by the Great Lawgiver, and excepted out 
of the rank of relations which only spring from it.” But however 
distinguished above other political relations, and however much 
excepted out of them, we cannot, by any distinction or exception, 
change the nature of a thing, and make spiritual that which is nat- 
ural. God alone can do this; and if he had said that disciples 
should intermarry among themselves only, then it would have 
been done. 

“But, brother Parthenos,” says one, “ pray whom did you 
marry ?” What is that to thee, brother? Foliow thou the things that 
are lovely, and expedient, and excellent, and then thou shalt have 
praise of thesame. I married a daughter of our Hevenly Father, 
and God forbid ihat I should despise the Most High’s family, and 
go from home to seek a wife among the families of the flesh. 
“Evil communications corrupt’ good manners,” and it is the will 


of God that we should raise for him a godly seed, bringing them . 


up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord. 

“Why, brother Parthenos, you just practice what I preach,” 
says another. Yes, and you preach what you did not practice; 
but neither your preaching nor my practice is equal to the law of 
the Scn of God, What say the Scriptures? 

, But I had almost forgot the Editor’s third question :— 
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-. 3. “Does not Paul, in saying he hada right to lead about a 
sister wife, imply that he had no right to lead about a wife that 
was not a sister?” The passage reads thus, Cor. ix. 2. “Have we 
not a right toeat and to.drink? Have we not a right to lead about 
asister wife as the other Apostles, and the brethren of the Lord, 
and Cephas? Or have I only and Barnabas not a right to forbear 
working? The matter in question here is his ministerial support; 
and if any thing is implied at all, it is that he and his sister wife, 
if he had one, were entitled to support. Paul was an Apostle, and 
there was no law by Christ saying that he should work or that he | 
should not work; he acted in this matter as expediency demanded. 
‘There was no law by Christ saying that he should eat or not eat 
certain things; he acted in this expediently. ‘There was no law 
by the Messiah commanding him to marry or to remain single; 
he acted expediently. And we may be assured that if the Apos- 
tle had wished to marry, that in regard to the object of his choice, 
he would have acted expediently, seeing there was no law on this 
point neither. When the Apostle said the bishop must be the hus- 
band cf one wife, did he imply that other disciples might have two? 
Some might say that this was fairly implied, and I confess it looks 
like it; yet nothing is more certainly false. ‘This only shows that 
at will always be dangerous to act upon implications as if they were 
verbal laws. But now to the Editor’s last query :— 

“Are not widows commanded by the Apostle to marry whom 
they please, only in the Lord; and why should widows more than 
virgins be restricted in these matterst” The Apostle says, ‘ Con- 
cerning virgins I have no commandment from the Lord.” This is 
enough for the young or for such as have never been married, viz- 
that there is no special law in regard to them apart from the law 
which regarded the whole community, viz. that all were permitted — 
to “marry rather than burn.” Why the Apostle circumscribed the - 
liberty of widows will be settled when we have agreed that he has 
really done so. But I think many take for granted here, that 
which they ought to prove, viz. that the phrase “only in the Lord,” 
means only a man who is a christian, Thephrase “inthe Lord” 
is of very frequeut occurrence in the Scriptures: “Salute Persis 
who laboured much in the Lord.” “Blessed are the dead who 
die in the Lord.” .“'They abode speaking boldly in the Lord.” 
Now do these not mean that the persons themselves laboured, died, 
and spoke, being in the faith of the Lord? And may “marrying 
only in the Lord” not mean that the person herself may marry, 
only in the'faith of the Lord, 7. e. not go out of him or become an 
idolator to get a husband. Again, it is said, “ Let him that glori- 
eth, glory in the Lord;” “nor the woman without the man in the 
“Lord.” Here :the phrases are simply an acknowledgment of 
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Christ’s et or headship. To “marry only in the Lord,” 
may therefore mean to marry without giving up or abandoning 
the supremacy and headship of Christ as the only Mediator.— 
Again, “Your labour is not in vain in the Lord;” “be. strong in 
the Lord;” “stand fast in the Lord,” “both in the flesh and in the 
Lord ;” «“ wives, submit to your own husbands in the Lord.” Here 
the phrases mean christianity—dear to you both in the flesh and 
in the Lord; that i is, both asa natural relation and as a christian. 
To * marry only in the Lord,” then, may mean that whether she 
married or not, or whomsoever she did marry, she herself must 
abide a christian. But if the law of Christ to widows, is, that 
they shall marry only a christian, then I say there is no remedy 
for those who have acted differently, but immediately to leave their 
husbands, unless we can suppose that the law of the state is above 
the law of Christ. If Christ’s law says she shall not have a hus- 
band that is not a disciple, shall the law of man speak otherwise, 
and say she shall have and keep an unbelieving husband? 

But the truth is that this whole chapter is written not about the 
persons to whom the Corinthians were to be married, but about 
‘marrying itself; and as the Apostle wished them to ‘be without 
- “anxious care,” he told both the unmarried men and widows that 
it was good for them to be like him, unmarried; and therefore I 
rather conceive the whole passage ought to read thus: “If her 
husband be dead she is at liberty to be married to whom she 
pleases. Only in the Lord is she indeed happier if she so abides 
according to my opinion.” ‘That is my opinion expressed in the 
former part of the chapter, viz. that widows would be happier if 
they remained single like me. 

I now appeal to the Editor whether this is not the literal reading 
of the Greek text, and whether our present translations are not 
most unnatural and forced readings of these Scriptures. To 
“marry only in the Lord,” is therefore not a scriptural phrase. 
Itis formed by putting the last words of one verse to the first words 
_ of another verse; or rather the phrase is half our own; or rather 

-itis.all our own together. The Apostle did not wish the disciples 
to marry at all, but to remain single that they might enjoy their re- 
ligion without family care; and to be wholly happy in the Lord 


was to remain single; for ‘such had nothing to care for but the 


things of the Lord. ‘To “rejoice in the Lord,” to “hoast in the 
Lord,” “labour in the Lord,” and so forth, are ‘intelligible expres- 
sions; but “to marry in the Lord” is to me unmeaping. We 
may as well speak of children in the Lord, or of hirei ing a servant 
in the Lord, or of having a master in the Lord, instead of according 
to the flesh. But we have no masters in the Lord, no servants in 
the Lord, no children in the Lord, no wives nor husbands in the 
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Lord; therefore I object both to the phrase and tothe present En 
glish version; and I beg the Editor will doevery thingtoclearup 
this matter, that I may not be found wresting. the Scriptures nor 


handling them deceitfully; for I fear the name a = Lord our 
God: to Whom be glory. Amen! | 


PLEA. 


FOR A NEW VERSION OF THE 
OLD TESTAMENT SCRIPTURES. 


The velue and pecessity of a new , translation of the Old Tes- 
tament, can be appreciated only by those who have examined the 
text of our present printed version by the canons of Biblical 
criticism. 

George Campbell, of Abetiees:, says, that he had never seen a 
translation of the Bible, or of any part of it, into any language — 
with which he was acquainted, which he did not think might be, 
in several places, altered for the better. 

And one, not less eminent than he, observes, that— ‘The printed 
editions of the Hebrew text of the Old ‘Testament, and those of 
the Greek of the New Testament, are precisely on the same foot- 
ing; and the following preeipore may be justly held with respect 
to both: 

] There has not hitherto been so great care employed on any 
edition of the Scriptures, as to rerider the readings sacred, which — 
are adopted in it, or to supersede the necessity of examining them 
by MSS. | 
2 A reading is not rendered even suspicious, merely on ac- 
count of its nct being found in the common editions of the Bible. 

_ 3. A reading ought not to be rejected as false, for its not being 
found in any printed edition of the Bible. 

_ 4 So far is there from being reason for adhering tenaciously — 
to the printed text, that it ought to be departed from without scru- — 
ple another reading, found in MSS. ts elearly pre- 
erable. 

6. tive Sctiptures than any 
extant, may. be would be —Insts. 
Bib, 
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We have seen that the princi iples of genuine Scripture Criti 


cism are reducible to two general heads: the sources and objects 
~~ of it. The sources being manuscripts, editions, &¢. &c. ‘The 


objects of Scripture Criticism, says the same authority, are. the 
sevéral sorts of difficulties which occur in the sacred writi 


and which must be removed, in order to rightly understand those 
writings.’ 


‘ As all difficulties must regard either the fetitied, or the sense, criticism is two-fold:— 
__ebrrective or emandatory, being employed in determining the true reading; and ez- 
planatory or interpretative, discovering the genuine sense; under the latter of which 


may naturally enough be comprehended whatever pogurcs the beauties, or the peculi_ 
arities of composition in Scripture.’ 


‘ Difficulties regarding the sense, are of different kinds: there are difficulties in sepa- 
rate words, in construction, idiom, phrases and figures—in scope, and connection, and 
other circumstances ;—in reconciling Scripture to itself—to the principles of reason and 
morality—to history ; and there are difficulties of a complicated nature,’ 


Biblical Criticism, then, is a subject of the greatest depth, ex- 
tent, variety, and importance; and when this is ‘considered, we 
are surprised, not that our present English version of the Bible 
contains so many errors, but that it abounds so manifestly in ori- 
ginal revelation, and is so correct in the general; for it is reall 


wonderful to reflect upon the fortunes of the Holv Scriptures 


amid the bustle of conflicting parties—the appearing of new re- 
ligions—the eclipses to which learning has been subjected since 
the commencement of the Christian era, and the rise and fall of 
empires during that time: but it is written,—‘ The word of the 
Lord endureth for ever.’ 


The following canons, regard 
‘ The use of MSS. and the manner of using them.’ 


_ *The first and principal use of MSS, is to show us all the different readings which 
have taken place, that we may be able to compare them, and to choose that which ig 
best supported. 
‘If ether considerations be equal, that ae is to be preferred, which is found in. 
~ the most ancient MSS.’ 
‘If other circumstances be equal, the reading of the greater number of MSS. is to be 
preferred to that of a less number. It is on this principle that most of the received. 
readings have been preferred. , 


‘Great regard is to be paid to a reading feund in a MS. which is evidently written” 


with accuracy. 


‘In judging of the number of MSS. which support a reading, care must betaken, ue | 


to reckon for different MSS. one which has been called by different names. 


‘Tt is necessary to know with respect to every MS. whether it contains the whole of | 


the Old, or of theNew Testament, or only a part of them, and what part; and wheth- 
er it be complete defective ; and what its defects are. 


Besides the = use which has been mentioned, MSS. answer, indirectly, several 
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eubordinate to thet, particularly by indicating, in several ways, the occasion 
_ Of mistakes, and thus leading us to correct both and similar mistakes. 


«MSS, show us the various forms of the characters in different ages, and thus 
enable us to judge which of them were hable to be confounded. 
‘From MSS. we learn what abbreviations have at any time been used ; and by know- 
ing this, we are enabled to oecount for the introduction of many various readings». 
‘From MSS. it appears, that both in the Hebrew and the Greek Sertptures, numbers 
were expressed not only in words at length, but also by single numeral hetterg, ame by 


Gigures by which many corruptions have naturally been occasioned. 


MSS. are often written with black rules, which by confounding letters otherwise ea- 
sily distinguishable, lead readers to mistake one of them for another.’s __ 


‘MSS. were generally written incontinued lines, without either punctuation, or any 
breaks between words and sentences; by which means, letters may be readily taken 
from one word tu another, and words from one clause or sentence to.another, ‘ 

MSS, show the different orders which the books of Scripture have at different times 
been placed; and, by 80 doing, may account for some appearances, or remove some 
difficulties. 

MSS. discovers the groundlessness of many conjectures concerning the culation of 
various readings which have been formed by learned men not much conversant with 

Hebrew MSS. are often written without vowel points; and some of them retain many 
of the vowel letters, which are omitted in later MSS. and in the printed editions. 

Greek MSS. are generally written without accents, spirits, or the iota subscriptum.’ 


We have now brought before our readers so much of the sour- 
ces of Biblical Crticism as respects the canons observed by the 
great scholars of the Protestant world, in dete to the authority 


Samples of Jewish Translation. 


1 ‘Behold! if thou actest well, thou canst raise thy eyes; but if thou dost not act 
well, sin will rest at the door; to thee is its desire, but thou canst rule over it.’ Gen. 
4ch.7 verse. | 

2 ‘For the desire of the traman heart is evil from hie youth.’ Gen. 8 ch. 91 y. 

3 ‘He who sacrifices to any idol, shall be condemned ; to the Eternal, only, is this 
honor Exod. 

4 ‘The Eternal is unchangeably the Eternal Being ; an almighty God, most merciful 
and gracious; withholding long his anger, and full of kindness and truth ; who preser. 
veth his kindness to the thousandth generation, and who parconeth wickedness, trans. 
gression and sin; but who suffereth nothing to pass unnoticed.’ Exod. 34 ch. 6—7 v. | 

5 ‘He, the rock of protection! his deeds are perfect ; for all his ways a 
is the God of truth, and without evil, he is Just and righteous.’ i : 


. 


__ *Here the author gives as of this kind of 


‘sinh 53 cb. 10 v., where He is taken for Beh, and the phraze 


‘He hath put him to grief’ put for ‘with grief” Similar mis- 
takes occur in Isa. 6. 13,;°2 5.1.; 1 Chron. 11. 1.; 2 Sam. 
28. 26.; Sam. 17. 32.5 Josh. 7. 18., &e. 
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6. ‘ Just like an earthen vessel covered with silver leaf , are the lips burning with love — 


when the heart isbad.’ Prov. 26 ch. 23 v. 


7. And your own blood willl require; be it spilt through your own person, through 
the hands of another man, or through any living being; in all cases I will require the 
life of man.’ Gen. 9 chap. 


The rabbi’s add—‘He who makes his fellow manashamed in public, has commited 


a crime analagous to murder.’ Again say they—‘ He that maketh his fellow man 
ashamed in public, has no o share in future happiness.’ 


FOR THE EVANGELIST. 


It must be evident to all who study the scriptures, that our Di- 
vine Father has made a gradual developement of his character and 
- intentions to the human family. And that he has adapted his 
communications to the age and capacity of the world for their re- 
ception. In the patriarchal age, when the manrers of the people 
were simple, and their experience and knowledge limited, he re- 
vealed a {gw plain and almost self evident truths for their instruc- 
tion and obedience. Every father acted in the capacities of Ru- 
ier, Priest and Teacher to his family, and their duties were all social 
and paternal: happy would it be were there more patriarchal reli- 
gion amongst us. But this state of things, although adapted to 


society in its infancy, would not answer the great, and benign 
purposes of God, towards our race, in a more advanced state; and — 


therefore an institution of law, was set up, according to promise, in 
the family and offspring of Abraham, the most distinguished 
of the patriarchs. ‘In the thee (Abraham) and in thy seed, shall 
all the nations of the earth be blessed; two promises are here 
made, the first embracing the posterity of Abraham according to 
the flesh, and the second, the Mesiah, as Paul in his letter to the 
Gallatians teaches, in Ww hom all pations were to be blessed. In due 
season God fulfilled to the letter what he had promised to Abra- 
ham, for afier he had slept with his fathers, and his posterity had 
emigrated to Egypt where they continued in bondage for the space 
of 430 years, he sent them a deliverer, raised them up from their 
state of degradation, and constituted them into a distinct nation. 
And it is the design of the author of this piece to draw out before 
you some striking analogies, between the things under the old, 
and those under the new covenants, in order to prepare your minds 
fcr the contemplation of such matters, in which we all feel deeply 
interested. But to p:oceed intelligibly, it will be necessary to ex- 


plain, and define some of the terms that we will use. And Ist. we 


will show you what we understand by a type, and in what way” 
we are to proceed in the interpretation of typical allusions. 
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A type, primarilysignifiesa rough draugtht, copy, image or pat- 
tern of athing. It isa shadow, of which that represented by it is 
the substaance and as persons and things under the old covenant 
are denominated types, those under the new are called antitypes. 

To constitute any thing a type under the old covenant, it must 
adumbrate something under the new, not in all its accidents and 
adjuncts but in some grand leading features of resemblance—the 


— sacrifices of the law, were typical of the sacrifice of Christ; not, 
however, in any resemblance of the victims slain, or thealtaron 


which they were offered, but in the life of the one being given for 
expiatory purposes, as was the life of the other: by the one the 
Jews obtained remission which was however imperiect, as it did 
not punfy their conscience, but by the other, the worshippers 
being once cleansed have no further consciousness of sins. 
Melchisedec, Priest of the Most High, was atype of Christ. 


_ His priesthood was typical of the priesthood of Jesus, his birth and 


death not being known, and being without genealogy, and hav- 
ing no limited time assigned for the commencement and expiration 
of his office, as the Levitical priest had, Num. 4,3,23,34,43, he 
was Sacerdos perpetuus, a priest without limitation of office. — 
In consequence of which the inspired writers have spoken of him 
as possessing a shadowy eiernity, and it 38 in this respect that his 
priesthood was typical of the perpetual priesthooa of Christ. 
Another characteristic of a type, is, that it should be 
originally designed by the Almighty, to represent its antitype. 
This rule for the interpretation of the typical language of Scrip- 
ture, will be found to be indispensable, it will enable us to draw 
the evident distinction between a type aida similitede. In the 
figurative language of Scripture, Judah is called a lion’s whelp, 
but this animal was not constituted a type of Judah. Herod is 
called a fox, but this animal was not designed to be a type of 
Herod. The life of manis compared to smoke, but smoke was not 


‘ rmade asa typical representation of the life of man; these and 


many other similar expressions in Holy writ, must be interpreted 
ag metaphors, not as types. 

The objects represented by a type must inevitably be in fu- 
ture, 1 Cor.10,1—11. Heb. 10,1. Heb. 9, 11, 12,13. 
are consequently called ‘patterns of things in the heavens,’ or in 
the Church, ‘good things to come; and Paul assures us that those 
ihings done in the tabernacle, by the command of God, prefigured 
the good things done in the tabernacle that God pitched and not 
man. Indeed the whole constitution, ritual, and nation of Israel, 
were typical of the constitution, ritual, and peopie appertaining to 
the church of Christ. The Levitical priesthood and sacrifices, ~ 
were tvpical of Christ. 'The Pentecost, which commemorated the 
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giving of the law on Mount Sinai, was typical of the giving of the 
new covenant on Pentecost in Mount Sion, through the agency of 
the Holy Spirit. The adoption of Israel into the family of God, 
typical of our adoption into the rank and dignity of the children - 
of God. ‘The glory of God residing in the tabernacle typical of 
the Holy Spirit dwelling in the church, which is the body of Christ. 
Yn short, the baptism of Israel into Moses, was a type of our bap- 


tism into Christ. The congregation of Israel, a type of the Con-— 4 
gregation of Christ. And their Canaan, a type of our future rest. 


Amongst the most remarkable persons and things mentioned in 
the Old Scriptures, we may specify the following; Abel, Noah, 
‘Melchisedec, Isaac, Joseph, the rain sacrificed by Abraham, the 
_ pillar of fire, the manna, the rock in the desert from which water 
flowed, the scape goat, the brazen serpent Moses, Aaron, Joshua, 
Sampson, Samuel, David, Solomon, Jonah, and Zerubbabel. It 
would not comport with the design of this paper to point out the 
coincidences between all these persons and things, and the person 
and work of our Lord Jesus Christ; we merely name them, that 
the intelligent reader may call them to his remembrance, and to 
induce all to examine for themselves. 

Having made these preliminary remarks we will now proceed © 
to offer a grand proposition, which we will endeavor to define, 
illustrate and prove, viz. 

That the congregation of Israel from the giving of the law 
together with the tabernacle in the wilderness, and worship till the 
creation of Solomon’s temple represented the Church of Christ 
from Pentecost tillthe Millennium. 

And Ist. Just fifty days after the passover, when the angel of 
_ God destroyed the first born of Egypt both man and beast, the law 
was given on Mount Sinai, and because it was given 50 days sub- 
sequent to the passover, it is called the Pentecost, or feast of weeks. 
In like manner, Christ, our passover, having been sacrificed for us. 
Just fifty days afterwards on Pentecost, when the disciples met to- 
gether, in one place, not around thé base of Sinai, but on the hill of 
Sion, the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus, was given to the 
congregation of Jesus Christ. 
~ 2ndly. Moses stood between God on the one hand and the con- 

tion on the other, and is therefore called the Mediator of the 
old covenant, and having rsceived the law through ranks of angels, — 
he handed it to the people. In like manner, Jesus having ascended 
the Holy hill, and taking his seat at the right hand of the majesty 
of God, angels and principalities being put in subjection to him, 
receiving commandment from the Father, he sends the Holy Spirit, 
as his agent, to commuicate to the Church by the Apostles the 
new covenant sealed by his own blood, and confirmed by the good 
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spirit! Between the Father on the one hand, and the congregation 

The constitution and laws of the old covenant were given by 
Moses to the nation of Israel for their adoption, and government, 
and they unanimously agreed to receive and abide by them. In 
like manner the law of the Spirit was given to the Church, and 
she with one voice and one heart accepted of it, for we learn that 
_ they continued steadfastly in the Apostle’ sdoctrine and fellowship, 


and in breaking of bread, and in prayers.—Praising God, and a, oe 


having favor with all the people.’ 

We will now call your attention more particularly to the Tab- 
nacle, and worship, and things connected therewith, for the ma- 
_ terials, size, and appendages, and form of the Tabernacle, Exod. 
29 and 26 chap. | 
And Ist we learn that the Tabernacle in the wilderness was 
set up on the Ist day of the month, answering to the Ist day of 
the week. on which the Church of Christ was set up. 

2dly. The offerings or first fruits, were miraculously consumed 
with fire from heaven, when they were first presented to the Lord, 
as a token of his approbation, is there not some coincidence be- 
tween this, and the fire enveloping the facesof the apostles, mi- 
raculously given as a token of the Divine faver, and presence, the 
only period in the history of the Church in which such an extra- 
ordinary exhibition was made? | ad 

3d. Aaron was first consecrated to the Lord and then he pre- 
sented his offerings, which received the Divine approbation. So 
Jesus having died and arisen from the dead, ascended on high, and 
being ‘annointed with the oil of gladness, he was set apart and 
consecrated an High Priest forever, over the house of God, in the 
holiest of all: he then presented the Twelve in connection with the _ 
other disciples, together with their prayers, and praises, and other 
acts of obedience, as the first fruit unto the Lord, as a sacrifice, 
well pleasing to the Divine Father. | 

4th. The fire of heaven was to be kept continually burning up- 
on the altar, so in the church of Christ, the flame, the celestial 
flame, lit up in the heart by the good spirit, must be perennial. 

5th. God resented with indignation the strange fire presented 
to-him on the altar by Nadab and Abihu; so God has most fear- 
fully resented the profanation of his holy institution, ‘by the strong 
delusions that have fallen on the people, and the long and oppres- 
sive reign of the man of sin and the apostacy, the tremendous 
apostacy! which like a flood has poured forth its dark and murky 
waters upon every green and living thing, the kingdoms of the 
earth have trembled, and are even now reeling to and fro as a 
dronken man, But the scarlet beast siting upon many waters 1s 


4 
a 
td 
4 
> 
| 
i 
¢ 
| 
i 
| ? 
© 
By 
a 


BY WALTER Scorr. 281 


doomed toa signal overthrow; the earth shall not merely open, 


but, 


‘Like a stone, great city, shalt thou be, 
into the sea.’ 


‘Thus with violence shall that great city Babylon be thrown 


down, and shall be found no more at all.’ 


sions in regard to the Tabernacle in the wilderness, suffice it to 
say, that it was built by God. Ex. 25. Heb.8, 5. The glory 

ofthe Lord filled it. Ex.40, 34. 1 Cor. iti: 15. [twas sprink- 
with blood. Num. 16, 41—16. Heb. 9, 19—22. No un- 
holy person or thing should enter it. Lev. 16, 1—4. John 3d. 
1 Cor. 6, 9—11. It was replenished with all necessary furniture 
and provision, Heb. 9. 1 Cor: 10& 11th chap. 

Praise resounded in it; see Psalms of David. Col. iii. 16. 1 Thes. 
v.16. By referring to these several scriptures you will have the 
satisfaction of tracing out the coincidences, which will relieve me 
and profit you. 

The ‘Tabernacle was carried about during the long and tedious 
perigrinations of Irsael through the wildernes; the clouded ‘ark 
of God,’ had no permanent place of abode wandering perpetually 
in tents, subjected to daily vicissitudes, surrounded ‘by the most 
deadly foes without, and deadlier foes within. Onward she moves, 
weary and sad and desolated, her path a zig-zag and circuitous 
one, fed tobe sure, with bread from heaven, and followed by cool 
and refreshing waters that gushed from the rock of Sinai, but al- 
ways murmuring, never satisfied: ‘they did all eat the same spir- 
itual meat, and did all drink the same spiritual drink, for they 
drank of that spiritual rock that followed them: ‘and that rock 
was Christ? But with many of them God was not well pleased, 
for they were overthrown in the wilderness. Now these things 
were our examples, or have become examples to us, to the intent 
that we should not lust after evil things, as they also lusted, ‘and 
having informed us of their idolatry, uncleanness, their trying 
Christ, and murmurings, with the just punishment that was inflict- 
ed on them, the apostle adds; ‘Now all these things happened un- 
to them for ensamples (types) and they are written for our admo- 
nition, upon whom the ends of the world, or ages have come, 
1 Cor. 10. See to it, you have a name to live and are de ad, and 
this also know that in the last days perilous times will come. For 
men will be self lovers, money-lovers, bosasters, proud, defamers, 
disobedient to parents, ungrateful, unholy without natural affec- 
tion, bargain-breakers, slanderers, incontinent, fierce, without any, 


But we cannot refer to’all the circumstances or typical — = | 4 
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love to good men, headstrong, puffed up, lovers of pleasure more 
than lovers of God, having a form of godliness, but denying the 


| power of it. | Tim. iii. Such is the fearful account that an apos- 


‘tle hasgiven us of many who shall assume the christian name in 
the last time: compare it with the character and conduct of Israel, 
and you will find an exact coincidence, but we must close this 
a and promise you another as a continuation of the subject. 


g 


CONVERSATION. 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 210. 


In the Catechism, every thing is addressed to the intellect exclusively, and handed — 
forth for no other purpose, seemingly, than to let us kuow or make us believe it. There 
is ho morality in the Catechism, because there is no fee'ing there. It would suit man- 
kind if they had nothing but heads; with those who have heart and afiections it is of 
no value; and to children, who are all heart and a‘fectiuns together, it is the most des. 
titute of all books. Children should be made read the simple narrations in the book of 
Genesis, and old men be made study their Catechism, if they would be Presbyterians 
instead of Christians. 3 | 

All this was new and most confounding to Mr. R, the Presbyterian minister; the ob_ 
servation that, every thing in the Catechism was addressed exclusively to the intellect 
being so universally true, left him no room to reply in its geveral defence; forgetting 
too, that what is wrong in the general, cannot be right in the detail, he suddenly cried 
out. . 

Mr. R—Mr Stansbury, the very first question in the Assembly’s Catechism, is a 
most important one, and the answer is most unexceptionable. 

Q. Whai is the chief end of man? 

A. Man's chief end is to glorify God and to enjoy him forever. 

Mr. 8.—What then? Where is the moral? 

-M. R.—I shall answer you in an anecdote of the late lady Glenorchy, who in her 
diary relates her being seized with a fever that threatened her life-—'During the course 
of which,’ she says, ‘the first question of the Assembly’s Catechism came to her mind» 
‘What is the chief end of man?’ as if one had asked it. ‘To glorify God and enjoy 
him forever.’ I was struck with shame and confusion. I found I had never sought to 
glorify God in my life, nor had any idea of what was meant by enjoying him forever. 
Death and Judgment were set before me; my past sins came to my remembrance; I saw 


_ nO way to escape the punishment due unto them, nor had I the least glimmering hope . 


of obtaining pardon of them through the righteousness of another.’ From this un- 
‘happy state she 'was shortly after delivered by believing onthe Lord Jesus as the only 
Saviour of the guilty. 

Mr. R. I asked for the moral,and not ananecdote: for we speak of the Cate, 
chism, and not of the many things which have been trumpt upto make it godown 
with those who prefer the dogmatical instructions of men to the simple, beautiful nar” 
tions, &c. of the Holy Scriptures. In relation to the anecdote I would say: If the 
circumstances of the first question’s being brought to the mind of lady Glenorchy, is to 


_ give it importance, then many other things, still more insignificant, must also be swelled 
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into imp ortance; for instance. I was most certainly informed that another lady gave 
in her experience, that her first religious impressions were derived from the follow ee 
words: I am ashamed to utter them, 


But, Sir, besides mere dogmatism, thejanswer to the question is chargeable with no 


small degree of incongruity with the doctrine of the Presbyterian church.— Man" 


The word ‘man’ is here used in its widest sense; that is, it stands for all mankind; in — 
other words, the answer properly is, that ‘All mankind are made, to glorify God and to 


enjoy him forever.’ 
This is universalism witha vengeance, and wholly inconsistent with the 20th Ques. 


~~ that “God having out of mere good pleasure, from all eternity elected some to 


verlasting life, did enter into a covenant of grace to deliver them, &c.’. Thechief end 
of the elect, then, and not of all mankind, is to glorify yea and to enjoy him forever 
according to the last question! 

Mr. R.—Universalism! the first question In our Catechism teach Universalism! yet 
I must admit that man being used without the article prefixed, is most certainly expres- 
sive of all mankind! but sure, Mr. 8. you do not charge our church with an intention to 
propagate Universalism? 


Mr. S.—‘Intention!’ intention is nothing; I do not blame Uzzah with bad tactindln 
when he reached forth his hand to steady the ark: yet the Lord slew him before the 


eyes of the king of Israel! The second question which, with the third, is derived : 


from the first, involves the fate of the Catechism itself. 
Q What rule has God given to direct us how we may glorify and enjoy him? 
A. The word of God, which is contained in the Scriptures of the Old and the New 


Testament, is the on/y rule to direct us how to glorify and enjoy him. | 
‘Only rule.’ What, then, is the use of the Creed, Confession, and Catechism itself, 
if the answer means what it says—*The word of God isthe only rule?’ 


The answer to thethird question, Mr. R. is a mere generalism; of no value to full 
grown men and of less to babes. 

‘The Periptares teach what man is to believe rn God, and what duty God 
ore of man’ 

‘The anecdotes which Whitecross has appended to these questions might, in- 
deed, make me respect and admire the Bible, but they would, also, cause me to despise 
the Catechism. For instance, ‘Such was Mr Harvey's strict piety that he suffered no 
moment to go unimproved: when he was called down totea, he used to bring his He- 
brew Bible or Greek New Testament with him; and would either speak upon one 
verse, or upon several verses, as occasion offered. This,says Mr. Romain, was gener. 
ally an improving season. The glory of God is very seldom prumoted at the table; but 
it was at Mr. Harvey’s; drinking tea with him was like being at an ordinance; for it 
was sanctified with the word of God, and prayer. 

Again—Mr. Locke, a little before his death, being asked which was the shortest and 
surest way for a young gentleman to attain to a true knowledge of the Christian reli- 
gion, made this-reply;—‘Let him study the New Testament; therein are contained 
the words of eternal life. It has God for its author, salvation for its end, and truth, 
without any mixture of error for its matter.’ 

These great men shew that, the Bible and not the Catechism, is worthy of all aceep: 


tation, 
Mr. R.—The next three questions are on the being and character of the Divinity, and 


have been-much admired—the fourth is on his decrees, 
Q What is God? Ss 
A. God is a Spirit, infinite, eternal, aad unchangeable in his being, wisdom, power, 


holiness, justice, goodness, and truth, 
Could mony thing, Mr. 8., exceed recat in propr riety and piety? Simonideg, a heathen 
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poet, it is said being asked by Hiero, a of Syracuse, ‘What is God?’ desired a day 
to think apon it; and when that was ended he desired two, and when these were past 
he desired four; thus he continued to double the number of days, in which he desired 
to think of God before he would give an answer. Upon which the king expressed his 
surprise at his behaviour, and asked him what he meant by this? To which the poet 
answered:—The more I think of God he is still the more dark and unknown to me. 


Mr. S.—The story isa very pretty one, Mr. R., but it ought not to have heen told in 


~ connection with the Catechetical definition of the Deity, lest some one should conclude 


that, this same Simonides, a heathen poet, excelled in modesty the whole Westminster 
assembly of diviues. | | 


R.—He had not, I hope, Mr. S., more modesty, but less light. 


Mr. 8S. —His modesty certainly exceeded his light, and if the Assembly’s had equalled 
theirs, they would very probabyy have been silent in the presence of Christ, and allowed 
his followers to ascertain from his own book alone, ho*h the beingand character of his 
Father. They have not been empowered to sit in the house of God, and to give birth 
to a book, whether Catechism or Confession, that should be commensurate in its exis- 


tence and authority, with the Holy Bible. Their attempt thus to recommend the Scrip- 


tures, is, as ifa man should carry out a candle at noon, in order to point out the illus- 
trious beauties of the sun. i 


Mr. R.—Men do use candles, Mr. &. 


Mr. S.—Not in the presence of the sun, Mr. R nor to discover his glories; nor to shine 
so long as he; but this ignis fatuus,1 beg your pardon, the Catechism, pusposes to 
sbine tothe resurretcion! The answer says, ‘God is a Spirit,’ where is the moral of 
this piece of information? no where. Now, when the Scriptures inform us that God is 
a Spirit, it is for the important purpose of letting us know at the same time, that the 
who worship Him, must worship him in spirit and intruth.’ If the Scriptures say, ‘ 
am the Almighty God,’ they add, ‘therefore walk you before me, and be you perfect.’— 
Do you Presbyterians fix upon any period anterior to the resurrection for getting the 
world out of the Catechism? 


Mr. R.—You cannot but be pleased with the following which are recited by the au- 
thor of the Catechism illustrated 

A little boy being introduced into the company of adignified clergyman! was asked 
by him, ‘where God was?’ with the promise ofan orange, ‘Tell me,’ replied the boy, 
‘where he is not,and I will give you two.’ 


It was a fine reply,says the same author, that a pupil of the deaf ard dumb Institu. 
tion at Paris, made to the following question, put by a gentleman—*What is Eternity?’ 
‘It is the life time of the Almighty!’ 3 | 

‘Three boys being asked one after another, ‘Where is God?’ the first said in ‘heaven,’ 
the second said ‘he is every where,’ and the third ‘he is here!’ 

But, Mr. 5S. what objections can you muster against the two following questions: 

Q. Arethere more Gods than cne? : 

A. There is but one only, the living and true Gud. 

Q. How many persons are there in the Godhead? ee 

A. There are three persons in the Godhead; the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Spirit, and these are one God, the same in substance—equal in power and glory. 

Mr. S.—I shal! always conceive it my privilege to read the Scriptnres on these ob- 
yious matters without enquiring for direction at the oracle of the Assembly; for if 
these questions cogtain any thing that is divine, I shall find 1t in the Scriptures; if they 

contain something purely human they ought to be disregarded; so thatin any point of 
view, they are either unnecessary or contemptible. 

Q. What are the decrees of God? | 


A. The decrees of God are his eternal purpose, accorcing \o the council of his own 
will, whereby, for his own glory, he hath foreordained whatsoever comes to pass. 

I produce this question to assure you, Mr. R , that I conceive it to invulve the divine 
character. What are the cecrees ofGod? are they not his written laws! undoubtedly! 
Thousands of things come to pass, then, that are wholly opposed to his decrees. It 
came to pass, for instance, that Judas stole money out of the bag! did God decree this? 
or did he not decree to every Israelite the very contrary? | 


Thou shalt not steal! 


It came to pass that Adam eat the forbidden fruit; but this was contrary to the most 
express decree of the Creator—Thou shalt not eat thereof! and 


The Jews were guilty of idolatry which was wholly opposed to the most public de- 
eree of God! | 
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